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GREATER SAGE-GROUSE HABITAT AND BLM LANDS 
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TYPICAL MITIGATOIN 
Credit Developer Buyer 

Environmental 

Benefit 

Regulator 
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CONSERVATION CREDIT SYSTEMS 
Credit Developer Buyer 

Environmental 

Benefit 

Regulator 
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ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE 
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Credit System 

• Certificates of Participation 
• Reference to Habitat 

Exchange as Primary 
Mitigation Strategy 

• Program Agreement  
• Quantification Tool & 

Guidance 
• Ecosystem Accounting 

Protocol 
• Service Area Maps 
• Contracts & Form Templates 

• Documentation of Rationale 
• Conservation Strategy 

CCA/CCAA/HCP 

POLICIES & PROTOCOLS 
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QUANTIFICATION TOOL 
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SCALES  

 
 
 
project title – PRODUCT TITLE   

Scale Spatial extent of scale Objective of 
scale 

What is 
measured? 

Does it 
affect 
debits/ 

credits? 

Is it part of 
the trading 

ratio? 

How does it 
relate to other 

scales?  

3
rd

 
Order 

 

To understand 
how the 
landscape 
surrounding a 
site affects the 
value of a site 
and how the 
performance of 
the surrounding 
landscape is 
affected by 
changes at the 
site 
  

Structural 
stages of the 
vegetation and 
presence of 
anthropogenic 
influences 

Yes, this 
scale 
provides an 
adjustment 
to the 
functional 
acre score 
measured 
at the site 
scale – the 
adjustment 
will be a 
percentage 
increase or 
decrease in 
the 
functional 
acre score 

No Provides the 
context that is 
used to adjust 
the 
impact/uplift 
calculation at 
the site scale  

 

1st Order 
2nd Order 

3rd Order 
 

4th Order 
 



Sage Grouse Support 

Winter Summer 
Breeding 

(nesting/early 

brooding) 

Yellow Text = Scoring Modifier 

= Measured Attribute 

= Scoring Trigger 

Forb cover 

(quantity) 



Summer (Brood Rearing) 

Species 

richness 

  

Forb 

cover 

(quantity) 

Foraging 

Presence of 

specific 

forb species  

Sagebrush 

Cover 

Topography 

Sagebrush 

Aspect 

(north/south) 

Canopy 

cover 

Height 

Cover 

refugia 

Grass 

cover 

Grass 

Invasive 

annual grass 

Winter 

Grass 

Height 

Presence of 

facultative  

species 

Anthropogenic 

disturbances 

(see Breeding) 



Breeding (nesting/early brooding) 

Breeding (nesting/early 

brooding) 

Cover/refugia 

Grass 

Grass canopy 

cover 

grass height 

Sagebrush 

Height Shape Canopy cover 

Foraging 

Species 

richness  

(# species) 

Forb cover 

(quantity) 

Presence of 

specific forbs 

species  

Sagebrush:  

placement >15% 

Foraging 

score 

Invasive annual  grass 

Anthropogenic disturbances 

Road density 

- LOS 

Fence 

density 

Audio visual 

disturbance 

Losing 

access to 

forage & 

cover 

Mortality 

Risk 

Tall structures 

Energy 

extraction 
Power lines 



Forb Cover 
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Average Year 
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Dry Year  
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Roles of Science in 
Collaborative 

Decision-Making 

Scoping 

Framing 

Setting the 
Question 

Joint Fact-Finding Peer Review 

Implementation / 
Application 

Monitoring 
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 Policy- and decision-making often requires 
complex scientific and technical knowledge. This 
knowledge may not always be known, agreed 
upon, readily accessible, or understandable to 
decision makers and stakeholders. 

 Collaborative science is science that informs and 
supports multi-party decision-making. 

 Collaborative science can be used to develop, 
find, verify, and communicate the best available 
science to policy decision makers and the public. 

COLLABORATIVE SCIENCE 

17 



SUGGESTED SCIENCE PROCESS 

18 

• Majority of science work to be carried out 
by GSC staff 

• Joint Fact Finding (JFF)/ mediated 
meetings to establish consensus science  

• Science Advisory Panel to be selected and 
managed by RESOLVE 

• JFF meetings every ten days to alternate 
with GSC meetings 

 



SUGGESTED SCIENCE PROCESS 
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• Majority of science work to be carried out 
by SEC agency staff 

• Joint Fact Finding (JFF)/ mediated 
meetings to establish consensus science  

• Science Advisory Panel to be selected and 
managed by RESOLVE 

• JFF meetings every ten days to alternate 
with SEC meetings 

 



New Metric 

•Consultants follow 
Council and Staff 
desired approach 

•Science panel guide & 
review 

•18 months 

New Metric & Unique 
Program 

•Consultants follow 
Council & Staff desired 
approach 

•Science & Policy 
panels review 

•1.5-3 years 

Tailor CO & WY GSG 
Metric 

•Consultants tailor 
existing metric with 
input from Staff Team 

•Science panel reviews 

•6 month process 

Tailor CO & WY 
Exchanges 

•Consultants tailor 
existing metric, 
agreements & protocol 

•Science & Policy 
panels review 

•6 – 12 month process 

Unique 

Credit 

System 

Design 

Tailor 

Habitat 

Exchange 

Design 

Metric Only 
Fully 

Operational 

System 

NV GSG Conservation Credit System Approach 


